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All Participants: 

l^) Bena Miller 

(2) Mr Nathan Preoelka . 
Date of Interview: 30 October 2006 


Status of Application: Non-Final 

(3) . 

(4) _. 
Time: 


Type of Interview: 

Telephonic 

□ Video Conference 

□ Personal (Copy given to: □ Applicant □ Applicant's representative) 

Exhibit Shown or Demonstrated: □ Yes □ No 
If Yes, provide a brief description: 

Part I. 

Rejection(s) discussed: 


Claims discussed: 


Prior art documents discussed: 


Part II. 


SUBSTANCE OF INTERVIEW DESCRIBING THE GENERAL NATURE OF WHAT WAS DISCUSSED: 
Verified that no response has sent for the al)ove application » 

Part III. 

S It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
directly resulted in the allowance of the application. The examiner will provide a written summary of the substance 
of the interview in the Notice of Allowability. 

□ It is not necessary for applicant to provide a separate record of the substance of the interview, since the interview 
did not result in resolution of all issues. A brief summary by the examiner appears in Part II above. 
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Attention: Office of Petitions 
Mail Stop PetitioB 


Conmiissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

To whom this may concern: 

After years of correspondence and tens of thousands of dollars to patent attomeys, 
it was brought to my attention the status of this application. In researching what paper 
work I have it is my conclusion that this particular machine, its design and unique 
capabilities have been severely misrepresented by this attorney. I apologize for not 
responding to this matter sooner but a medical situation arose some time ago which made 
it extremely hard for myself to respond correctly. After a long period of conventional and 
over-the-counter treatment failed, surgery was done 12 days ago. This has brought 
considerable relief and has allowed myself to be able to focus on the matters at hand. I 
respectively request the opportunity to send prints along with a simple but detailed 
explanation of the working parts and a compact disc with actual visuals of the machine 
working in field. I will do my best to answer any and all questions the patent office 
personnel may have in a timely fashion. I would appreciate the opportunity to work with 
you on this matter. It will give me a better understanding of the working mechanics of the 
patent office. 



